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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 



1 . This communication is in response to the Amendment filed 1 3 August 2008. 

2. Claims 8-16 and 25-28 are currently pending and claims 1-7 and 17-24 have 
been canceled. In the Amendment filed 1 3 August 2008, none of the claims are 
amended. This action is made Final. 

3. The rejections of claims 8-1 1 and 25-28 as being unpatentable over US Patent 
No 6,01 8,524 to Turner et al in view of US Patent No 7,1 62,481 to Richardson et al 
have been maintained. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 19 August 2008 was 
filed after the mailing date of the Office Action on 10 July 2008. The submission is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement is being considered by the examiner. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 8-11 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No 6,018,524 to Turner et al (hereafter Turner) in 
view of US Patent No 7,162,481 to Richardson et al (hereafter Richardson). 

Referring to claim 8, Turner discloses a method for updating a forwarding 
database [forwarding table], comprising: 

forming a hierarchical tree structure having root, branch and leaf nodes that 
define (i) at least a minimum number (N/T) of sub-databases of the forwarding database 
and (ii) respective bit combinations associated with the sub-databases (see column 2, 
lines 12-13; column 4, lines 50-56; Fig 6; and Fig 7); 

modifying the hierarchical tree structure in accordance with one or more update 
operations [insertion strategy] (see column 14, lines 42-43 and Fig 19); and 

updating one or more of the sub-databases to reflect modifications made to the 
hierarchical tree structure, wherein the one or more updated sub-databases 
corresponds to only those portions of the hierarchical tree affected by the update 
operation [incremental algorithm done by doing the Insert algorithm for an individual 
prefix when a new prefix is added] (see column 17, line 60 - column 18, line 34). 

Turner fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of the tree structure wherein 
each prefix of the N prefixes is stored within one of the databases having an associated 
bit combination that matches the corresponding bits within the prefix, wherein each of 
the sub-databases has no more than a pre-determined number (T) of prefixes, and at 
least one of the sub-databases includes a plurality of the prefixes. Richardson 
discloses a multi-bit trie, including the further limitation of the tree structure wherein 
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each prefix of the N prefixes is stored within one of the databases having an associated 
bit combination that matches the corresponding bits within the prefix, wherein each of 
the sub-databases has no more than a pre-determined number (T) of prefixes, and at 
least one of the sub-databases includes a plurality of the prefixes (see column 4, lines 
20-62 and Fig 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the multi-bit tree structure of Richardson to replace the tree structure 
of Turner. One would have been motivated to do so in order to improve access speed 
by utilizing a multi-bit trie (Richardson: see column 1 , lines 31-36). 

Referring to claim 9, the combination of Turner and Richardson (hereafter 
Turner/Richardson) discloses the method of claim 8, wherein said forming comprises, 
beginning with a most significant bit of the N number of prefixes, repeatedly splitting the 
N number of prefixes into a plurality of nodes extending between and including a root 
node and a plurality of leaf nodes, and wherein each of the plurality of leaf nodes 
corresponds to one of the sub-databases (Turner: see column 5, lines 41-62 and Fig 7). 

Referring to claim 10, Turner/Richardson discloses the method of claim 9, 
wherein said modifying comprises performing the update operations on one or more of 
the plurality of leaf nodes, wherein the update operations are selected from a group 
comprising: adding [insertion] a new prefix to the forwarding database, deleting an 
existing prefix from the forwarding database and modifying an existing prefix in the 
forwarding database (Turner: see column 14, lines 42-43; column 17, line 60 - column 
18, line 34 and Fig 19). 
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Referring to claim 11, Turner/Richardson discloses the method of claim 10, 
wherein said modifying comprises performing the update operations on one or more of 
the branch nodes (Turner: see column 14, lines 42-43; column 17, line 60 - column 18, 
line 34 and Fig 19). 

Referring to claim 25, Turner discloses a computer-readable storage medium 
having recorded therein one or more sequences of instructions which, when executed 
by a processor, cause the processor to update a forwarding database having a number 
(N) of prefixes, including causing the processor to: 

form a hierarchical tree structure having root, branch and leaf nodes that define 

(i) at least a minimum number (N/T) of sub-databases of the forwarding database and 

(ii) respective bit combinations associated with the sub-databases (see column 2, lines 
12-13; column 4, lines 50-56; Fig 6; and Fig 7); 

modify the hierarchical tree structure in accordance with one or more update 
operations [insertion strategy] (see column 14, lines 42-43 and Fig 19); and 

update one or more of the sub-databases to reflect modifications made to the 
hierarchical tree structure, wherein the one or more updated sub-databases 
corresponds to only those portions of the hierarchical tree affected by the update 
operation [incremental algorithm done by doing the Insert algorithm for an individual 
prefix when a new prefix is added] (see column 17, line 60 - column 18, line 34). 

Turner fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of the tree structure wherein 
each prefix of the N prefixes is stored within one of the databases having an associated 
bit combination that matches the corresponding bits within the prefix, wherein each of 
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the sub-databases has no more than a pre-determined number (T) of prefixes, and at 
least one of the sub-databases includes a plurality of the prefixes. Richardson 
discloses a multi-bit trie, including the further limitation of the tree structure wherein 
each prefix of the N prefixes is stored within one of the databases having an associated 
bit combination that matches the corresponding bits within the prefix, wherein each of 
the sub-databases has no more than a pre-determined number (T) of prefixes, and at 
least one of the sub-databases includes a plurality of the prefixes (see column 4, lines 
20-62 and Fig 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the multi-bit tree structure of Richardson to replace the tree structure 
of Turner. One would have been motivated to do so in order to improve access speed 
by utilizing a multi-bit trie (Richardson: see column 1, lines 31-36). 

Referring to claim 26, Turner/Richardson discloses the computer readable 
storage medium of claim 25, wherein the computer readable storage medium is directly 
coupled to, or incorporated within, the processor, and wherein at least a portion of the 
sub-database at each leaf nodes is contained within the computer readable storage 
medium (Turner: see column 15, lines 60-62; column 16, lines 1-10 and Fig 14). 

Referring to claim 27, Turner/Richardson discloses the computer readable 
storage medium of claim 26, wherein the computer readable storage medium comprises 
random access memory (Turner: see column 15, lines 60-62; column 16, lines 1-10 and 
Fig 14). 
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Referring to claim 28, Turner/Richardson discloses the computer readable 
storage medium of claim 26, wherein, the memory structure comprises one or more of a 
random access memory, a content-addressable memory, or a network search engine 
(NSE) (Turner: see column 5, lines 18-31). 

7. Claims 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No 6,018,524 to Turner et al as in view of US Patent 7,162,481 to 
Richardson et al as applied to claim 10 above, and further in view of US Patent No 
6,735,600 to Andreev et al (hereafter Andreev). 

Referring to claim 12, Turner/Richardson discloses modifying the tree structure, 
however, Turner/Richardson fails to explicitly disclose the further limitations of splitting a 
leaf node or merging a leaf node. Andreev discloses modifying a tree structure by 
inserting and deleting entries (see abstract and column 3, lines 43-52), including the 
further limitation wherein said modifying further comprises one or more of the following 
steps: 

splitting into at least one additional pairs of leaf nodes, a leaf node associated 
with a sub-database to which a new prefix is to be added and which, upon adding the 
new prefix would contain more than T prefixes (see column 3, lines 52-58); and 

merging with a branch node, a leaf node associated with a sub-database which, 
upon completion of an update operation, would be left with fewer than a predetermined 
number of prefixes (see column 3, lines 59-65). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the steps of splitting and merging the nodes of the tree structure as 
disclosed by Andreev to modify the tree structure if Turner. One would have been 
motivated to do so in order to decrease the time it takes to update a tree during 
insertion or deletion since lookup procedures are a major source of bottlenecks in high- 
performance routers (see Andreev: column 1 , lines 25-30). 

Referring to claim 13, the combination of Turner/Richardson and Andreev 
(hereafter Turner/Richardson/Andreev) discloses the method of claim 12, wherein said 
merging is performed: if either 

(i) the total number of sub-databases defined by the hierarchical tree structure 
would be, absent said merging, greater than a predetermined number; or 

(ii) a predetermined time period has passed, in which no merging was performed 
(see column 3, lines 54-58; column 4, lines 37-52; and column 7, line 28 - column 8, 
line 7). 

Referring to claim 14, Turner/Richardson/Andreev discloses the method of 
claim 13, wherein said merging further comprises repeatedly merging the leaf node and 
the branch node up towards the root node if the total number of prefixes within the leaf 
node, the branch node and any subsequently merged branch nodes remains less than 
the minimum number of prefixes (see column 7, lines 28 - column 8, line 7). 

Referring to claim 15, Turner/Richardson/Andreev discloses the method of 
claim 12, wherein said merging is performed only if no other node exists below the 
branch node that can be paired with the leaf node, such that the combined number of 
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prefixes within the leaf node and the other node is greater than T (see column 3, lines 
54-58; column 4, lines 37-52; and column 7, line 28 - column 8, line 7). 

Referring to claim 16, Turner/Richardson/Andreev discloses the method of 
claim 15, wherein, said merging is performed no more than one time in response to an 
update operation (see column 3, lines 54-58; column 4, lines 37-52; and column 7, line 
28 - column 8, line 7). 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 13 August 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

9. Referring to applicant's arguments in regards to the rejection of claims 8-1 1 and 
25-28, the applicant states "... applicant submits that no individual data table in 
Richardson stores an entire prefix." 

10. It is noted that the limitation states "wherein each prefix of the N prefixes is 
stored within one of the sub-databases having an associated bit combination that 
matches corresponding bits within the prefix." The examiner respectfully disagrees that 
Richardson fails to teach this limitation. Richardson states that segments of the prefixes 
are stored in each of the sub-databases. A segment of a prefix, even if it is a portion of 
a prefix, is still a prefix. Furthermore, the claim language fails to explicitly state that an 
entire prefix is stored in one sub-database with emphasis on the concept of no portions 
of the prefix be stored in a different sub-database. Therefore, given the broadest 
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reasonable interpretation of the claim language, Richardson is considered to teach the 
concept of storing a prefix in a sub-database. 

1 1 . Referring to applicant's arguments on pages 7-8 of the Remarks in regards to the 
rejections of dependent claims 12-16, the rejections are maintained for the reasons 
stated above in regards to independent claim 8. 



Conclusion 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KIMBERLY LOVEL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2750. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John R. Cottingham/ Kimberly Lovel 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2167 Examiner 

Art Unit 2167 

7 November 2008 
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